
Stephanie Kost 

From: Trey Rust [treyrustl @hotmail.com] 
Sent: 
To: KAQuinn 
Subject: 

Wednesday, October 29,2003 9:47 AM 

The Government Wants to Change the Way it Collects Funds for the Universal Service Fund 

RECE WED 
Trey Rust 
6406  Julian Street 
Sprinfield, VA 22150-4114 DEC 1 9 2003 

October 2 9 ,  2003 
Federal Communications Commission 

Office of the Secretary 

Federal Communications Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
Washington, 20554 

Dear Federal Communications Commissioner Abernathy: 

CC Docket Nos 96-45, 98-171, 90-571,  92-237; 99-200,  95-116,  98-170 and 
NSD File No. L-00-72. 

I am opposed to the proposed changes to the Universal Service Fund. I urge 
the FCC to carefully consider the impact of these changes on consumers 
before changing the current system. Charging $1 or more per month 
regardless of how much or how little we use our phone is not fair. This 
will greatly increase the cost of phone service and it could impact the 
ability for myself and others to afford landline and/or wireless service. 

The USF was created to make phone service affordable in rural America and 
was 'updated to increase the availability of coqmunication services to 
schools, libraries, rural health centers, educational institutions and 
low-income individuals in the United States. Now you want to change it and 
I do not think it is fair to charge everybody $1 dollar per month 
regardless of how much or how little they use their wireless phone for 
interstate calls. 

The proposed change is especially unfair for low-volume users that rely on 
wireless service for safety and security, and who make few, if any, long 
distance calls. A contribution system is fair, equitable and 
nondiscriminatory and should be left alone. Please do not penalize 
wireless phone customers. Keep this fair. We don't have a blanket 
income tax on our annual salaries nor do we have the same sales tax on a 
pack of gum and an automobile, so why should there be a "one size fits 
all" charge for wireless phones? 

Sincerely, 

Trey 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Therese Vaughn [piguanal23@mail.com] 
Friday, September 26, 2003 1:25 AM 
KAQuinn 
Note Regarding USF 

Therese Vaughn 
9213 Long Branch Pkwy 
Silver Spring, MD 20901-3642 

September 26, 2003 

Federal Communications Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
Washington, 20554 

R ECE WED 
DEC 1 9 2003 

Federal Communications Commission 
Off ice of the Secretary 

Dear Federal Communications Commissioner Abernathy: 

CC Docket Nos 96-45, 98-171, 90-571, 92-237, 99-200, 95-116, 98-170 and 
N S D  File No. L-00-72. 

I am opposed to the proposed changes to the Universal Service Fund. I urge 
the FCC to carefully consider the impact of these changes on consumers 
before changing the current system. Charging $1 or more per month 
regardless of how much or how little we use our phone is not fair. This 
will greatly increase the cost of phone service and it could impact the 
ability for myself and others to afford landline and/or wireless service. 

The USF was created to make phone service affordable in rural America and 
was updated to increase the availability of communication services to 
schools, libraries, rural health centers, educational institutions and 
low-income individuals in the United States. Now you want to change it and 
I do not think it is fair to charge everybody $ 1  dollar per month 
regardless of how much or how little they use their wireless phone for 
interstate calls. 

The proposed change is especially unfair for low-volume users that rely on 
wireless service for safety and security, and who make few, if any, long 
distance calls. A contribution system is fair, equitable and 
nondiscriminatory and should be left alone. Please do not penalize 
wireless phone customers. Keep this fair. We don't have a blanket 
income tax on our annual salaries nor do we have the same sales tax on a 
pack of gum and an automobile, so why should there be a "one size fits 
all" charge for wireless phones? 

Sincerely, 

Therese S. Vaughn 

L 



Stephanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

sherri kay 
8390 NW 25th St. 
miami, FL 33122-1504 

October 29, 2003 

sherri kay [spyndr@yahoo.com] 
Wednesday, October 29,2003 2:38 PM 
KAQuinn 
The Government Wants to Change the Way it Collects Funds for the Universal Service Fund 

RECEIVED 
DEC 1 9 2003 

Federal Communications Commission 
Office of the Secretary 

Federal Communications Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
Washington, 20554 

Dear Federal Communications Commissioner Abernathy: 

CC Docket Nos 96-45, 98-171, 90-571, 92-237, 99-200, 95-116, 95-170 and 
NSD File No. L-00-72. 

I am opposed to the proposed changes to the Universal Service Fund. I urge 
the FCC to carefully consider the impact of these changes on consumers 
before changing the current system. Charging $1 or more per month 
regardless of how much or how little we use our phone is not fair. This 
will greatly increase the cost of phone service and it could impact the 
ability for myself and others to afford landline and/or wireless service. 

The USF was created to make phone service affordable in rural America and 
was updated to increase the availability of communication services to 
schools, libraries, rural health centers, educational institutions and 
low-income individuals in the United States. Now you want to change it and 
I do not think it is fair to charge everybody $1 dollar per month 
regardless of how much or how little they use their wireless phone for 
interstate calls. 

The proposed change is especially unfair for low-volume users that rely on 
wireless service for safety and security, and who make few, if any, long 
distance calls. A contribution system is fair, equitable and 
nondiscriminatory and should be left alone. Please do not penalize 
wireless phone customers. Keep this fair. We don't have a blanket 
income tax on our annual salaries nor do we have the same sales tax on a 
pack of gum and an automobile, so why should there be a "one size fits 
all" charge for wireless phones? 

Sincerely, 

Sherri 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

sherri kay 
8390 NW 25th St. 
miami, FL 33122-1504 

October 29, 2003 

sherri kay [spyndr@yahoo.com] 
Wednesday, October 29,2003 1:49 PM 
KAQuinn 
The Government Wants to Change the Way it Collects Funds for the Universal Service Fund 

RECEIVED 
DEC I 9 2003 

Federal Communications Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
Washington, 20554 

Dear Fede 



Stephanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Trey Rust [treyrustl @hotmail.com] 
Wednesday, October 29,2003 9:47 AM 
KAQuinn 
The Government Wants to Change the Way it Collects Funds for the Universal Service Fund 

Trey Rust 
6406 Julian Street 
Sprinfield, VA 22150-4114 

October 29, 2003 

Federal Communications Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
Washington, 20554 

RECEIVED 
DEC 1 9 2003 

Federal Communications Commission 
Off ice of the Secretary 

Dear Federal Communications Commissioner Abernathy: 

CC Docket Nos 96-45, 98-171, 90-571, 92-237, 99-200, 95-116, 98-170 and 
NSD File No. L-00-72. 

I am opposed to the proposed changes to the Universal Service Fund. I urge 
the FCC to carefully consider the impact of these changes on consumers 
before changing the current system. Charging $1 or more per month 
regardless of how much or how little we use our phone is not fair. This 
will greatly increase the cost of phone service and it could impact the 
ability for myself and others to afford landline and/or wireless service. 

The USF was created to make phone service affordable in rural America and 
was updated to increase the availability of communication services to 
schools, libraries, rural health centers, educational institutions and 
law-income individuals in the United States. Now you want to change it and 
I do not think it is fair to charge everybody $1 dollar per month 
regardless of how much or how little they use their wireless phone for 
interstate calls. 

The proposed change is especially unfair f o r  low-volume users that rely on 
wireless service for safety and security, and who make few, if any, long 
distance calls. A contribution system is fair, equitable and 
nondiscriminatory and should be left alone. Please do not penalize 
wireless phone customers. Keep this fair. We don't have a blanket 
income tax on our annual salaries nor do we have the same sales tax on a 
pack of gum and an automobile, so why should there be a "one size fits 
all" charge for wireless phones? 

Sincere1 y ,  

Trey 

1 



Steohanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Therese Vaughn [piguanal23@rnail.com] 
Friday, September 26, 2003 1 :25 AM 
KAQuinn 
Note Regarding USF 

RECEIVED 
Therese Vaughn 
9213 Long Branch Pkwy 
Silver Spring, MD 20901-3642 

' September 26, 2003 

DEC 1 9 2003 

Federal Communications Commission 
Office of the Secretary 

Federal Communications Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
Washington, 20554 

Dear Federal Communications Commissioner Abernathy: 

CC Docket Nos 96-45, 98-171, 90-571, 92-237, 99-200, 95-116, 98-170 and 
NSD File No. L-00-72. 

I am opposed to the proposed changes to the Universal Service Fund. I urge 
the FCC to carefully consider the impact of these changes on consumers 
before changing the current system. Charging $1 or more per month 
regardless of how much or how little we use our phone is not fair. This 
will greatly increase the cost of phone service and it could impact the 
ability for myself and others to afford landline and/or wireless service. 

The USF was created to make phone service affordable in rural America and 
was updated to increase the availability of communication services to 
schools, libraries, rural health centers, educational institutions and 
low-income individuals in the United States. Now you want to change it and 
I do not think it is fair to charge everybody $1 dollar per month 
regardless of how much or how little they use their wireless phone for 
interstate calls. 

The proposed change is especially unfair for low-volume users that rely on 
wireless service for safety and security, and who make few, if any, long 
distance calls. A contribution system is fair, equitable and 
nondiscriminatory and should be left alone. Please do not penalize 
wireless phone customers. Keep this fair. We don't have a blanket 
income tax on our annual salaries nor do we have the same sales tax on a 
pack of gum and an automobile, so why should there be a "one size fits 
all" charge f o r  wireless phones? 

Sincere1 y ,  

Therese S. Vaughn 
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SteDhanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

sherri kay 
8390 NW 2 5 t h  St. 
miami, FL 33122-1504 

sherri kay [spyndr@yahoo.com] 
Wednesday, October 29,2003 2:38 PM 
KAQuinn 
The Government Wants to Change the Way it Collects Funds for the Universal Service Fund 

October 29, 2 0 0 3  

Federal Communications Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
Washington , 2 055 4 

RECEIVED 
DEC 1 9 2003 

Federal Communications Cornrniskm 
Office of the Secretziy 

Dear Federal Communications Commissioner Abernathy: 

CC Docket Nos 96-45, 98-171, 90-571, 92-237, 99-200, 95-116,  98-170 and 
NSD File No. L-00-72. 

I am opposed to the proposed changes to the Universal Service Fund. I urge 
the FCC to carefully consider the impact of these changes on consumers 
before changing the current system. Charging $1 or more per month 
regardless of how much or how little we use our phone is not fair. This 
will greatly increase the cost of phone service and it could impact the 
ability for myself and others to afford landline and/or wireless service. 

The USF was created to make phone service affordable in rural America and . 

was updated to increase the availability of communication services to 
schools, libraries, rural health centers, educational institutions and 
low-income individuals in the United States. Now you want to change it and. 
I do not think it is fair to charge everybody $1 dollar per month 
regardless of how much or how little they use their wireless phone for 
interstate calls. 

The proposed change is especially unfair for low-volume users that rely on 
wireless service for safety and security, and who make few, if any, long 
distance calls. A contribution system is fair, equitable and 
nondiscriminatory and should be left alone. Please do not penalize 
wireless phone customers. Keep this fair. We don't have a blanket 
income tax on our annual salaries nor do we have the same sales tax on a 
pack of gum and an automobile, so why should there be a "one size fits 
all" charge for wireless phones? 

Sincerely, 

Sherri 

S 



Stephanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

sherri kay 
8390 NW 25th St. 
miami, FL 33122-1504 

October 29, 2003 

sherri kay [spynd r@ya hoo.com] 
Wednesday, October 29,2003 1 :49 PM 
KAQuinn 
The Government Wants to Change the Way it Collects Funds for the Universal Service Fund 

Federal Communications Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
Washington, 20554 

R ECE II VED 

DEC 1 9 2003 

Federal Communications Commission 
Off ice of the Secretary 

Dear Federal Communications Commissioner Abernathy: 

The USF was created to make phone service affordable in rural America and 
was updated to increase the availability of communication services to 
schools, libraries, rural health centers, educational institutions and 
low-income individuals in the United States. Now you want to change it and 
I do not think it is fair to charge everybody $1 dollar per month 
regardless of how much or how little they use their wireless phone for 
interstate calls. 

The proposed change is especially unfair for low-volume users that rely on 
wireless service for safety and security, and who make few, if any, long 
distance calls. A contribution system is fair, equitable and 
nondiscriminatory and should be left alone. Please do not penalize 
wireless phone customers. Keep this fair. We don't have a blanket 
income tax on our annual salaries nor do we have the same sales tax on a 
pack of gum and an automobile, so why should there be a "one size fits 
all" charge for wireless phones? 

Sincerely, 

sherri 

4 



Stephanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Robert OConnor [tracfone2@rocnet.~om] 
Sunday, November 02,2003 7:13 PM 
KAQuinn 
USF Changes Concern Me 

Robert OConnor 
09411412951 
8 Great Oak Lane 
South China, ME 04358-5330 

November 2, 2003 

Federal Communications Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
Washington, 2055 4 

RECEIVED 
DEC 1 9 2003 

Federal Communications Commission 
Office of the Secretary 

Dear Federal Communications Commissioner Abernathy: 

, C C  Docket Nos 96-45, 98-171, 90-571, 92-237, 99-200, 95-116, 98-170 and 
N S D  File No. L-00-72. 

I am opposed to the proposed changes to tne Universal Service Fund. I urge 
the FCC to carefully consider the impact cf these changes on consumers 
before changing the current system. Charging $1 or more per month 
regardless of h3w much or how little we use our phone is not fair. This 
will greatly increase the cost of phone service and it could impact the 
ability for myself and others to afford landline and/or wireless service. 

The USF was created to make phone service affordable in rural America and 
was updated to increase the availabilitv of communication services to 
schools, libraries, rural health centers, educational institutions and 
low-income individuals in the United States..Now you want to change it and 
I do not think it is fair to charge everybody $1 dollar per month 
regardless of how much or how little they use their wireless phone for 
interstate calls. 

The proposed change is especially unfair for low-volume users that rely on 
wireless service for safety and security, and who make few, if any, long 
distance calls. A contribution system is fair, equitable and 
nondiscriminatory and should be left alone. Please do not penalize 
wireless phone customers. Keep this fair. We don't have a blanket 
income tax on our annual salaries nor do we have the same sales tax on a 
pack of gum and an automobile, so why should there be a "one size fits 
all" charge for wireless phones? 

Sincere1 y; 

Robert OConnor 
09411412951 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Ray Urbanz [rurbanz@yahoo.com] 
Wednesday, November 12,2003 750 AM 
KAQuinn 
Minorities Opposed to Change in USF Collection 

Ray Urbanz 
10015 Bayreuth Dr, SE 
Huntsville, AL 35803-1163 

November 1 2 ,  2 0 0 3  

RECEIVED 
DEC 1 9 2003 

Federal Communications Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
Washington, 20554 

Dear Federal Communications Commissioner Abernathy: 

CC Docket Nos 96-45, 98-171, 90-571,  92-237, 99-200, 95-116, 98-170 and 
NSD File No. L-00-72. 

I am opposed to the proposed changes to the Universal Service Fund. I urge 
the FCC to carefully consider the impact of these changes on consumers 
before changing the current system. Charging $1 or more per month 
regardless of how much or how little we use our phone is not fair. This 
will greatly increase the cost of phone service and it could impact the 
ability for myself and others to afford landline and/or wireless service. 

The USF was created to make phone service affordable in rural America and 
was updated to increase the availability of communication services to 
schools, libraries, rural health centers, educational institutions and 

I do not think it is fair to charge everybody $1 dollar per month 
regardless of how much or how little they use their wireless phone for 
interstate calls. 

, low-income individuals in the United States. Now you want to change it and 

The proposed change is especially unfair for low-volume users that rely on 
wireless service for safety and security, and who make few, if any, long 
distance calls. A contribution system is fair, equitable and 
nondiscriminatory and should be left alone. Please do not penalize 
wireless phone customers. Keep this fair. We don't have a blanket 
income tax on our annual salaries nor do we have the same sales tax on a 
pack of gum and an automobile, so why should there be a "one size fits 
all" charge for wireless phones? 

Sincerely, 

Ray Urbanz 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

pat engel [pengel@idi.net] 
Monday, November 03,2003 11:32 AM 
KAQuinn 
Keep The USF Fair 

pat engel 
4 901 henry hudson pkwy 
bronx , NY 104 7 1-32 17 

November 3, 2003 

Federal Communications Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
Washington, 20554 

Dear Federal Communications Commissioner Abernathy: 

CC Docket Nos 96-45, 98-171, 90-571, 92-237, 99-200, 95-116, 98-170 and 
NSD File No. L-00-72. 

I am opposed to the proposed changes to the Universal Service Fund. I urge 
the FCC to carefully consider the impact of these changes on consumers 
before changing the current system. Charging $1 or more per month 
regardless of how much or how little we use our phone is not fair. This 
will greatly increase the cost of phone service and it could impact the 
ability for myself and others to aEford landline and/or wireless service. 

The USF was created to make phone service affordable in rural America and 
was updated to increase the availability of communication services to 
schools, libraries, rural health centers, educational institutions and 
low-income individuals in the United States. Now you want to change it and 
I do not think it is fair to charge everybody $1 dollar per month 
regardless of how much or how little they use their wireless phone f w  
interstate calls. 

The proposed change is especially unfair for low-volume users that rely on 
wireless service for safety and security, and who make few, if any, long 
distance calls. A contribution system is fair, equitable and 
nondiscriminatory and should be left alone. Please do not penalize 
wireless phone customers. Keep this fair. We don't have a blanket 
income tax on our annual salaries nor do we have the same sales tax on a 
pack of gum and an automobile, so why should there be a "one size fits 
all" charge for wireless phones? 

Sincere 1 y , 

pat engel 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Nestor Miranda 
Project Manager 
13816 SW 38 Lane 
Miami, FL 33175-6491 

Nestor Miranda [nmiranda@tracfone.com] 
Wednesday, October 29,2003 2:38 PM 
KAQuinn 
The Government Wants to Change the Way it Collects Funds for the Universal Service Fund 

October 29, 2003 

Federal Communications Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
Washington, 20554 

RECEIVED 
DEC I 9 2003 

Federal Communications Commission 
Office of the Secretary 

Dear Federal Conmunications Commissioner Abernathy: 

CC Docket Nos 96-45, 98-171, 90-571, 92-237, 99-200, 95-116, 98-170 and 
NSD File No. L-00-72. 

I am opposed to the proposed changes to the Universal Service Fund. I urge 
the FCC to carefully consider the impact of these changes on consumers 
before changing the current system. Charging $1 or more per month 
regardless of how much or how little we use our phone is not fair. This 
will greatly increase the cost of phone service and it could impact the 
ability for myself and others to afford laridline and/or wireless service. 

The USF was created to make phone service affordable in rural America and 
was updated to increase the availability of communication services to 
schools, libraries, rural health centers, educational institutions and 
low-income individuals in the United States. Now you want to change it and 
I do not think it is fair to charge everybody $1 dollar per month 
regardless of how much or how little they use their wireless phone for 
interstate calls. 

The proposed change is especially unfair for low-volume users that rely on 
wireless service for safety and security, and who make few, if any, long 
distance calls. A contribution system is fair, equitable and 
nondiscriminatory and should be left alone. Please do not penalize 
wireless phone customers. Keep this fair. We don't have a blanket 
income tax on our annual salaries nor do we have the same sales tax on a 
pack of gum and an automobile, so why should there be a "one size fits 
all" charge for wireless phones? 

Sincerely, 

Nestor 
Project Manager 
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SteDhanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Nestor Miranda 
1 3 8 1 6  SW 38 Lane 
Miami, FL 33175-6491 

October 28, 2003 

Nestor Miranda [nmirand@tracfone.com] 
Tuesday, October 28,2003 1 126 AM 
KAQuinn 
The Government Wants to Change the Way it Collects Funds for the Universal Service Fund 

Federal Communications Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
Washington, 20554 

RECEIVED 
DEC I 9 2003 

Federal Communications Commission 
Office of the Secretary 

Dear Federal Communications Commissioner Abernathy: 

CC Docket Nos 96-45, 98-171, 90-571, 92-237, 99-200, 95-116, 98-170 and 
NSD Fila No. L-00-72. 

I am opposed to the proposed changes to the Universal Service Fund. I urge 
the FCC to carefully consider the impact of these changes on consumers 
before changing the current system. Charging $1 or more per month 
regardless of how much or how little we us8 our phone is not fair. This 
will greatly increase the cost of phone service and it could impact the 
ability for myself and others to afford landline and/or wireless service. 

The USF was created to make phone service affordable in rural America and 

schools, libraries, rural health centers, educational institutions and 
low-income individuals in the United States. Now you want to change it and 
I do not think it is fair to charge everybody $1 dollar per month 
regardless of how much or how little they use their wireless phone for 
interstate calls. 

. was updated to increase the availability of communication services to 

The proposed change is especially unfair for low-volume users that rely on 
wireless service for safety and security, and who make few, if any, long 
distance calls. A contribution system is fair, equitable and 
nondiscriminatory and should be left alone. Please do not penalize 
wireless phone customers. Keep this fair. We don't have a blanket 
income tax on our annual salaries nor do we have the same sales tax on a 
pack of gum and an automobile, so why should there be a "one size fits 
all" charge for wireless phones? 

Sincere1 y, 

Nestor 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

N Mir 
13816 SW 38 Lane 
Miami, FL 33175-6491 

October 29, 2003 

N Mir [nmiranda@yahoo.com] 
Wednesdav. October 29.2003 2:29 PM 

< .  

KAQuinn 
The Government Wants to Change the Way it Collects Funds for the Universal Service Fund 

RECEIVED 
DEC 1 9 2003 

Federal Communications Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
Washington, 2 05 5 4 

Communications Commission 
Office of the Secrew 

Dear Federal Communications Commissioner Abernathy: 

CC Docket Nos 96-45, 98-171, 90-571, 92-237, 99-200, 95-116, 98-170 and 
NSD File No. L-00-72. 

I am opposed to the proposed changes to the Universal Service Fund. I urge 
the FCC to carefully consider the impact of these changes on consumers 
before changing the current system. Charging $1 or more per month 
regardless of how much or how little we use our phone is not fair. This 
will greatly increase the cost of phone service and it could impact the 
3bility for myself and others to afford landline and/or wireless service. 

The USF was created to make phone service aEfordabls in rural America and 
was updated to increase the availability of communication services to 
schools, libraries, rural health centers, educational institutions and 
low-income individuals in the United States. Now you want to change it and 
I do not think it is fair to charge everybody $1 dollar per month 
regardless of how much or how little they use their wireless phone for 
interstate calls. 

The proposed change is especially unfair for low-volume users that rely on 
wireless service for safety and security, and who make few, if any, long 
distance calls. A contribution system is fair, equitable and 
nondiscriminatory and should be left alone. Please do not penalize 
wireless phone customers. Keep this fair. We don't have a blanket 
income tax on our annual salaries nor do we have the same sales tax on a 
pack of gum and an automobile, so why should there be a "one size fits 
all" charge for wireless phones? 

Thank you for helping us in this very important issue. We will communicate 
your concern to your elected official and various members of the Federal 
Communications Commission. 

To learn more about TracFone Wireless, the largest independent prepaid 
wireless service provider in the U.S., feel free to visit us at 
http://www.tracfone.com. 

Thank you again for your support. 

Sincere1 y, 

NM 

10 

--- 

http://www.tracfone.com


RECEIVED 
DEC I 9 2003 

Federal Communications Commission 
Office of t ! e  Secretary 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Marion Edridge [medr5406@hotmaiI.com] 
Wednesday, November 12,2003 4:17 PM 
KAQuinn 
Note Regarding USF 

Marion Edridge 
09411385843 
112 35th Square SW 
Vero Beach, FL 32968-3100 

November 12, 2003 

RECEIVED 
OEC I 9 2003 

Federal Communications Carnmissjon 
Office of the Secretary 

Federal Ccmmunications Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
Washington , 2 0554 

Dear Federal Communications Commissioner Abernathy: 

CC Docket Nos 96-45, 98-171, 90-571, 92-237, 99-200, 95-116, 98-170 and 
NSD File No. L-00-72. 

I am opposed to the proposed changes to the Universal Service Fund. I urge 
the FCC to carefully consider the impact of these changes on consumers 
before changing the current system. Charging $1 or more per month 
regardless of how much or how little we use our phone is not fair. This 
will greatly increase the cost of phone service and it could impact the 
ability for myself and others to afford landline and/or wireless service. 

The USF was created to make phone service affordable in rural America and 
was updated to increase the availability of communication services to 
schools, libraries, rural health centers, educational institutions and 
low-income individuals in the United States. Now you want to change it and 
I do not think it is fair to charge everybody $1 dollar per month 
regardless of how much or how little they use their wireless phone for 
interstate calls. 

The proposed change is especially unfair for low-volume users that rely on 
wireless service for safety and security, and who make few, if any, long 
distance calls. A contribution system is fair, equitable and 
nondiscriminatory and should be left alone. Please do not penalize 
wireless phone customers. Keep this fair. We don't have a blanket 
income tax on our annual salaries nor do we have the same sales tax on a 
pack of gum and an automobile, so why should there be a "one size fits 
all" charge for wireless phones? 

Sincerely, 

Marion Edridge 
09411385843 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

<PROCEEDING>96-45 
<DATE> 1 1 / 1 1 / 0 3 

JSCIRCO@AOL.COM 
Tuesday, November 11,2003 10:07 AM 
KAQuinn 
Universal Service Fee Complaint 

RECEIVED 

E C  1 9 2003 
<NAME>JOANNE S. CIRCO 
<ADDRESS1>20 COLERIDGE ROAD 
<ADDRESS2> Office of the Secrem 
<CITY>HOLBROOK 
< S TATE>NY 
<ZIP>11741 
<LAW- FIRM>n/a 
<ATTORNEY>n/a 
< FI LE-NUMBER>n /a 

Federal Communications bmmjss;on 

<DOCUMENT-TYPE>CO 
<PHONE-NUMBER>631-585-2114 
<DESCRIPTION>Universal Service Fund Complaint <CONTACT-EMAIL>JSCIRCO@AOL.COM <TEXT> 
Federal Communications Commission Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, SW Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Room 8B201 Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Washington, D.C. 20554 Commissioner Kevin J. Martin 
(202) 418-1000 phone 

Reference: FCC Docket Nos 96-45, 98-171, 90-571, 92-237, 99-200, 95-116, 98-170 and NSD 
File No. L-00-72. 

Dear FCC: 

I am writing to complain about the proposed changes to the Universal Service Fund and 
requesting that the FCC investigate this matter further before changing the current 
policy. 
my ability to retain my wireless service. 

I do not think it is fair to charge EVERYBODY $1.00 dollar regardless of how they use 
their wireless phone, especially for a low-volume user that relies on wireless service for 
safety and security, not interstate calls. The current policy is fair, based on interstate 
usage, and should be left alone. Please do not penalize us. Keep this fair. 

Your proposed $1.00 per month charge for all wireless phones will directly impact 

Thank you for your prompt attention to this matter. Please provide a written response 
indicating the status/resolution of this matter. 

Very truly yours, 

JOANNE S. CIRCO 
20 COLERIDGE ROAD 

CC: FCC Subcommittee Members 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

John Meiser [aura2@efn.org] 
Friday, November 07,2003 12:03 AM 
KAQuinn 
Note Regarding USF 

John Meiser 
1150 West 15th Ave. #lo1 
Eugene, OR 97402-3902 

RECEIVED 
DEC I 9 2003 

November 7, 2003 

Federal Communications Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
Washington, 20554 

Dear Federal Communications Commissioner Abernathy: 

CC Docket Nos 96-45, 98-171, 90-571, 92-237, 99-200, 95-116, 98-170 and 
NSD File No. L-00-72. 

I am opposed to the proposed changes to the Universal Service Fund. I urge 
the FCC to carefully consider the impact of these changes on consumers 
before changing the current system. Charging $1 or more per month 
regardless of how much or how little we use our phone is not fair. This 
will greatly increase the cost of phone service and it could impact the 
ability for myself and others to afford landline and/or wireless service. 

The USF was created to make phone service affordable in rural America and 
was updated to increase the availability of communication services to 
schools, libraries, rural health centers, educational institutions and 
low-income individuals in the United States. Now you want to change it and 
I do not think it is fair to charge everybody $1 dollar per month 
regardless of how much or how little they use their wireless phone for 
interstate calls. 

The proposed change is especially unfair for low-volume users that rely on 
wireless service for safety and security, and who make few, if any, long 
distance calls. A contribution system is fair, equitable and 
nondiscriminatory and should be left alone. Please do not penalize 
wireless phone customers. Keep this fair. We don't have a blanket 
income tax on our annual salaries nor do we have the same sales tax on a 
pack of gum and an automobile, so why should there be a "one size fits 
all" charge for wireless phones? 

Sincere1 y , 

John Meiser 



SteDhanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
TO: 
Subject: 

Jennifer Nordheimer [jln@idi.net] 
Monday, September 29,2003 2:04 PM 
KAQuinn 
Note Regarding USF 

Jennifer Nordheimer 
7001 Carmichael Avenue 
Bethesda, MD 20817-4611 

RECEIVED 
DEC 1 9 2003 

Federal Communications Comrnimsion 
Office of t !e Secretary 

September 29, 2003 

Federal Communications Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
Washington , 2 0554 

Dear Federal Communications Commissioner Abernathy: 

CC Docket Nos 96-45, 98-171, 90-571, 92-237, 99-200, 95-116, 98-170 and 
NSD File No. L-00-72. 

I am opposed to the proposed changes to the Universal Service Fund. I urge 
the FCC to carefully consider the impact of these changes on consumers 
before changing the current system. Charging $1 or more per month 
regardless of how much or how little we use our phone is not fair. This 
will greatly ipcrease the cost of phone service and it could impact the I 

ability for myself and others to afford landline and/or wireless service. 

The USF was created to make phone service affordable in rural~America and 
was updated to increase the availability of communication services to 
schools, libraries, rural health centers, educational institutions and 
low-income individuals in the United States. Now you want to change it and 
I do not think it is fair to charge everybody $1 dollar per month 
regardless of how much or how little they use their wireless phone for 
interstate calls. 

The proposed change is especially unfair for low-volume users that rely on 
wireless service for safety and security, and who make few, if any, long 
distance calls. A contribution system is fair, equitable and 
nondiscriminatory and should be left alone. Please do not penalize 
wireless phone customers. Keep this fair. We don't have a blanket 
income tax on our annual salaries nor do we have the same sales tax on a 
pack of gum and an automobile, so why should there be a "one size fits 
all" charge for wireless phones? 

Sincere1 y, 

Jennifer Nordheimer 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Golden, Michael [mgolden@state.pa.us] 
Thursday, November 20,2003 10:30 AM 
KAQuinn 
Nomination for Universal Service Administrative Company RECEIVED 

November 20, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, SW 
Washington, DC 20554 

DEC 1 9 2003 
Federal Communications Commiaion 

Office of the Secretmy 

In the Matter of: Nomination for Universal Service Administrative Company 
Board of Directors, CC Docket N o s .  97-21 and 96-45 

Dear Commissioner Abernathy: 

On behalf of the Pennsylvania Department of Education, and the public schools and 
libraries in our Commonwealth, I am writing to express our support for the nomination of 
Alaska State E-rate Coordinator, Della Matthis, to the Board of Directors of the Universal 
Service Administrative Company (USAC). 

You may be wondering why would the Pennsylvania Department of Education be supporting the 
nomination of an individual from another state? 

We have closely observed the original nominations and appointments to the (then) Schools 
and Libraries Corporation (SLC) board, and all appointments since 1997. The individuals 
that have been appointed to the board representing schools have been leaders of national 
organizations, not persons with education, school, or first-hand E-rate experience. And 
while we understand that such representation was crucial in the beginning of the program, 
we now believe the board should be have representation from actual E-rate practitioners. 

The USAC and SLD boards would benefit greatly from an individual that has served at the 
state department of education level, as well as someone who is in daily contact with 
school and library applicants, and state E-rate coordinators from 39 other states. 

Ms. Matthis is an active leader in the State E-rate Coordinators' Alliance, participating 
in weekly conference calls with 39 other states, the Federal Communications Commission 
staff, and Schools and Libraries Division Staff. Her efforts have been to not only act as 
an advocate for the schools and libraries of Alaska, but also as an advocate for the 
program itself. 

It is because we believe she will bring this much-needed school applicant perspective that 
we strongly support her nomination. We know she will be a highly respected 
representative for both the universal service programs and the schools in all states and 
territories. 

Sincere1 y, 

L. Michael Golden 
Director 
Office of Educational Technology 
Pennsylvania Department of Education 
333 Market Street 
Harrisburg, PA 17126-0333 

717-346-4216 direct 
717-783-5420 fax 

717-705-4486 
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RECEIVED 

Communications Commission 
Office of t!!e Secretary 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Earl Hoisington [hoisingtonee@yahoo.com] 
Friday, September 26,2003 1156 AM 
KAQuinn 
Note Regarding USF 

Earl Hoisington 
11570 Arrington Ct 
Manassas, VA 20112-4529 

' ,  ' 9 2003 

September 26, 2003 

Federal Communications Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
Washington, 20554 

Dear Federal Communications Commissioner Abernathy: 

CC Docket Nos 96-45, 98-171, 90-571, 92-237, 99-200, 95-116, 98-170 and 
NSD File No. L-00-72. 

I am opposed to %he proposed changes to the Universal Service Fund. I urge 
the FCC to carefully consider the impact of these changes on consumers 
before chanqing the current system. Charging $1 or more per month 
regardless of how much or how little we use our phone is not fair. This 
will greatly increase the cost of phone service and it could impact the 
ability for myself and others to afford landline and/or wireless service. 

The USF was created to make phone service affordable in rural America and 
was updated EO increase the availability of communication services to 
schools, libraries, rural health centers, educational institutions and 
low-income individuals in the United States. Now you want to change it and 
S do not think it is fair to charge everybody $1 dollar per month 
regardless of how much or how little they use their wireless phone for 
interstate calls. 

The proposed change is especially unfair for low-volume users that rely on 
wireless service for safety and security, and who make few, if any, long 
distance calls. A contribution system is fair, equitable and 
nondiscriminatory and should be left alone. Please do not penalize 
wireless phone customers. Keep this fair. We don't have a blanket 
income tax on our annual salaries nor do we have the same sales tax on a 
pack of gum and an automobile, so why should there be a "one size fits 
all" charge for wireless phones? 

Sincerely, 

Earl Hoisington 
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SteDhanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Corey Gordon 
204 Jackson ave 
Warren, PA 16365-2640 

Corey Gordon [cwlg@hotmail.com] 
Saturday, October 25, 2003 1 : 19 AM 
KAQuinn 
Opposed to Change in USF Collection 

RECEIVED 
E C  I 9 2003 

Federal Communications Cornmjssion 
Office of the Secreta3 

October 25,  2003  

Federal Communications Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
Washington , 205 54 

Dear Federal Communications Commissioner Abernathy: 

CC. Docket Nos 96-45, 98-171,  90-571, 92-237,  99-200, 95-!.16, 98-170 and 
NSD File No. L-00-72. 

I am opposed to the proposed changes to thcuniversal Service Fund. I urge 
you to carefully consider the impact this would have on consumers before 
changing the current system. Charging $1 or more per month regardless of 
how much or how little we use our phone is not fair. The proposal to move 
the USF to a number-based flat fee will greatly increase the cost of phone 
service and it could impact consumers' ability to afford landline and/or 
wireless service. 

"he USF was created to make phone service affordable in rural America and 
was updated to increase the availability of communication services to 
schools, libraries, rural health centers, educational institutions and 
low-income individuals in the United States. Now you are considering 
changing it to what I think is an unfair plan, charging everybody $1 
dollar or more per month regardless of how much or how little they use 
their wireless or landline phone for interstate calls. 

The proposed change is especially unfair for low-volume users that rely on 
wireless service for safety and security, and who make few, if any, long 
distance calls. A contribution system is fair, equitable and 
nondiscriminatory and should be left alone. Please do not penalize 
wireless phone customers. Keep this fair. Americans don't pay a blanket 
income tax on our annual salaries nor do we have the same sales tax on a 
pack of gum and an automobile, so why should there be a "one size fits 
all" charge for wireless phones? 

Thank you. 

Sincere1 y, 

Corey W. L. Gordon 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Cleo Manuel [cleo@idi.net] 
Wednesday, October 29,2003 10:28 AM 
KAQuinn 
The Government Wants to Change the Way it Collects Funds for the Universal Service Fund 

Cleo Manuel 
218 N. Charles 
Baltimore, MD 21201-4021 

October 29, 2003 

RECEIVED 
DEC 1 9 2003 

Federal Communications Commission 
Office of the SecreW 

Federal Communications Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
Washington, 2 0 55 4 

Dear Federal Communications Commissioner Abernathy: 

The USF was created to make phone service affcrdable in rural America and 
was updated to increase the availability of communication services to 
schools, libraries, rural health centers, educational institutions and 
low-income individuals in the United States. Now you want to change it and 
I do not think it is fair to charge everybody $1 dollar per month 
regardless of how much or how little they use their wireless phone for 
interstate calls. 

The proposed change is especially unfair for low-volume users that rely on 
wireless service for safety and security, and who make few, if any, long 
distance ca!ls. A contribution system is fair, equitable and 
nondiscriminatory and should be left alone. Please'do not penalize 
wireless phone customers. Keep this fair. We don't have a blanket 
income tax on our annual salaries nor do we have the same sales tax on a 
pack of gum and an automobile, so why should there be a ''one size fits 
all" charge for wireless phones? 

Sincerely, 

Cleo Manuel 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

bill carpenter [bilIcarpenter583@msn.~m] 
Friday, September 26, 2003 11:26 AM 
KAQuinn 
Note Regarding USF 

RECEIVED 
bill carpenter 
2 4 3 1  pioneer point rd. 
galena, MO 65656-4956 

September 26, 2003 

DEC 1 9 2003 
Federal Communications Commission 

Office of the Secretary 

Federal Communications Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
Washington, 20554 

Dear Federal Communications Commissioner Abernathy: 

CC Docket Nos 96-45, 98-171, 90-571, 92-237, 99-200, 95-116, 98-170 and 
N S D  File N o .  L-00-72. 

I am opposed to the proposed changes to the Universal Service Fund. I urge 
the FCC to carefully consider the impact of these changes on consumers 
before changing the current system. Charging $1 or more per month 
regardless of how much or how little we use our phone is not fair. This 
will greatly increase the cost of phone service and it could impact the 
ability for niyself and others to afford landline and/or wireless service. 

The USE' was created to make phone service affordable in rural America and 
was updated to increase the availability of communication services to 
schools, libraries, rural health centers, educational institutions and 
low-income individuals in the United States. Now you want to change it and 
I do not think it is fair to charge everybody $1 dollar per month 
regardless of how much or how little they use their wireless phone for 
interstate calls. 

The proposed change is especially unfair for low-volume users that rely on 
wireless service for safety and security, and who make few, if any, long 
distance calls. A contribution system is fair, equitable and 
nondiscriminatory and should be left alone. Please do not penalize 
wireless phone customers. Keep this fair. We don't have a blanket 
income tax on our annual salaries nor do we have the same sales tax on a 
pack of gum and an automobile, so why should there be a "one size fits 
all" charge for wireless phones? 

Sincere1 y, 

bill carpenter 
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